When the deans of library schools were asked the same question, publication in C&RL was ranked third behind publication in the Library Quarterly 6 The current data show that C&RL has apparently stabilized the number of articles at a level of just over 200 articles per five-year period-still somewhat be~ow previous levels. For t~e 1980-84 peno~, 204 articles were pubhshed. The 172 arbdes published in 1985-88 extrapolate to a level of 215 for the current period. The provision in 1981 of a "Research Notes" section explicitly reserved for short reports of empirical studies may help to explain the partial recovery in article productivity.
Cline's conclusion that C&RL had begun to evince higher scholarly standards was based in part on the number of references cited by its authors. Cline noted an uninterrupted increase in the extent of cited literatures throughout C&RL' s history. As table 1 shows, this trend has continued. After a small decline in 1980-84, the level of referencing has recently climbed dramatically. While an increase in bibliographic references could theoretically be attributed to a trend toward the publication of review articles, this is apparently not the case. An inspection of all 5 articles with over 100 references in the most recent time period found that not one was explicitly a review article. Although the number of references in C&RL articles has grown, there has been no significant change in the rate of selfciting, another bibliometric dimension Cline explored. Of the citations in C&RL articles, 11.6 percent of the 1980-84 citations and 10.6 percent of the 1985-88 citations were to articles in C&RL. These percentages are comfortably within the range of variation Oine observed for the journal's first_ forty years of publication.
A dramatic increase in the representation of women among C&RL' s authors has been perhaps the most notable change in the journal's recent history. Whereas there had previously been only minor deviations from an average of 80 percent male authorship and no observable trend, the percentage of male senior authors (after discounting authors whose sex could not be determined) has fallen sharply in each of the most recent periods. Even a slight continuation of this trend would lead to an even balance in the gender of authors by the next five-year period. 
QUANTITATIVE METHODS IN C&RL
While trends in authorship and referencing practices can reveal much about the nature of scholarship and research, such data cannot measure the kinds of evidence and means of manipulating or presenting data which are considered valid and important in a given discipline. Even the most cursory review of the history of C&RL, or indeed of many other journals in librarianship would make apparent an increasing reliance on methodological techniques imported from the social sciences, specifically on the use of statistical analysis.
''Even the most cursory review of the history of C&RL ... would make apparent an increasing reliance on methodological techniques imported from the social sciences, and specifically on the use of statistical analysis. 
Statistical Profile 45
Kim and Kim noted that research studies had become more rigorous in the second decade under review. Research hypotheses were more likely to be stated explicitly. Sampling designs had improved and been reported in greater detail. The use of accepted statistical tests had increased. For example, correlations were reported in 8 percent of the articles in the second decade as opposed to 3 percent in the first.
Kim and Kim's study raises two obvious questions for further analysis:
1. to what extent did C&RL report the results of quantitative studies in the years previous to their report; and 2. have the trends Kim and Kim discovered continued?
In order to assess C&RL's dependence on statistical techniques in particular, but more generally on the use of objective and quantifiable data, all articles from volumes 1-49 were coded on four new measures. Compared to Kim and Kim's approach, less emphasis was put on specific techniques of data gathering and analysis, and more was placed on the ways in which data were presented. The definitions of the four measures employed in this part of the analysis are given below. A single occurrence of any of the characteristics listed caused an article to be coded positively for the presence of the attribute in question.
1. Use of schematic displays.
A schematic display was considered to be any figure or chart used to illustrate a typology, to demonstrate causality, or otherwise to make explicit the relationship between variables. Examples include flow charts; illustrations of the relationships between variables; and gantt charts. Photographs or sketches of physical phenomenon were excluded.
Numeric charts
A numeric chart was defined as a chart
(not a table) presenting explicitly numeric data. Numeric values are either explicitly reported, as in most pie charts, or may be estimated by reading row or column headers. Any chart with numeric labels was coded unless the only numbers were dates; such a chart would be considered a schematic display. 
CONCLUSION
Authorship and citation patterns in C&RL show that the journal has continued to follow scholarly models. Both the incidence of co-authorship and the prevalence of references to the existing literature continue to increase. Female authors have reached near-parity with males in · their representation in the pages of C&RL, but are still seriously underrepresented relative to their numbers among academic librarians. Quantitative methods have established an apparently permanent place in academic library research but will apparently not become the sole acceptable means of supporting arguments.
Trends are best observed and described at a comfortable remove. For that reason, an authoritative summary of the directions C&RL is taking and what they may tell us about academic librarianship must await future analysis. We can look forward to discovering what future retrospectives of C&RL will reveal. 
